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REM ARKS UNDER 37 CFR§ 1.111 

Forma^Matters 

Claims 1-3, 5-9, 14-16, 19 and 27-3 1 are pending after entry of the above amendments. 
Claims 4, 10-13. 17-18 and 20-26 have been canceled without prejudice to the possibility of 
filing one or more continuing applications directed to the subject matter recited therein. 

Claims 9, 15 and 19 are currently withdrawn from consideration by the Examiner. 
Claims 1-3, 5-8, 14-16 and 27-31 were examined. 
Claims 1-3 were allowed. 

Claims 27-28 and 30-3 I were objected to, but were indicated to contain allowable subject matter. 
Claims 5-8 14, 16 and 29 were rejected. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the application in view of the above 
amendments and the remarks made herein. 
No new matter has been added. 

The Office Action 

Claims Rejected Under 35 U.S.C. Sections 102/103 - Jensen 

Claims 5-8, 14, 16 and 29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as being anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being obvious over Jensen, U.S. Patent No. 
3,572,326. 

Regarding claim 5, the Examiner asserted, inter alia, that coupling 56 meets the recitation of 
'"said coupling perm Suing rotation of said foot with respect to said at least one of the frame and first and 
second blades in one direction, and preventing rotation of said foot with respect to said at least one of 
said frame and the first and second blades in an opposite direction", because when coupling 56 is in an 
unlocked condition, at least one can rotate foot 48 in one direction, and then lock the rotation by 
coupling 56 to prevent rotation of foot 48 in at least an opposite direction. 

Applicants respectfully traverse. It is respectfully submitted that coupling 56 either prevents 

rotation in both directions or allows rotation in both directions. There is no condition that coupling 56 
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can be placed in that allows rotation in one direction but pi events rotation in the opposite direction I o 
ciaufv the distinction of the ptesent inv ention claim ^ has been amended above to recite that totation is 
allowed m one dnedjon and, without anv manipulation of the cuuent configuration ol die coupling that 
permits rotation in one direction said coupling also pi events rota.ti.on m the opposite direction It is 
rcspectfuiK submitted that (en sen does not teach or suggest this feature 

With regard to chum 14, the Fxammet asset ted, intei aha, that lensen ptovidcs an actuator m the 
fonn of hexagonal head 6"\ a dase member oO (,\ and a dme mechanism 64/6 V6o and 5# ?>'> oO to 
dn\e said second blade toward or awav ftom said fust Made 

Applicants tespecUulh traverse Applicants note that claim 14 recites that ,sanl dme mechanism 
is mteibnked between sard aetttatoi and said dme member, wheiem actuation of said actuator moves 
said drive mechanism to drive said dme member It is lespeetfulh submitted that elements oO and ol 
aie not a urn e munbei as claimed Rather, dements on and o i of Jensen arc a head and a sleev e used to 
clamp a suigical instmmeiit see column 4 lines ^)-%2 '\s such, it is respectfullv submitted that claim 
60 oi is not a dme member as claimed Claim 14 lecites, mtei aha that said drive mentbei is 
conftguted to dme sard second blade towatcl and avvav from said Frrst blade it is respectfulK submitted 
that the clamp o^ ; o\ is not configmed to dme an\ components, but is lathei configured to clamp the 
shaft of an instrument. 

'1 he 1 \ammei s remarks about positioning clement 35 at a position ludier than that of element 
V] aie not understood and appear to he speculative and unsupported b\ Jensen Specifically, dements 
34 and ^ have channels funned theiun to leceive curved membeis 18 and 22 which are substamiails 
lectangulai m cioss-section 1 hue is no disclosure bv iensen that elements M and ,>s can piv ot relative 
to membeis 15? and 22 I ikewise there is no disclosure that elements 3 4 and ^ (_ ;i n leceived element 1> 
escept m a situation vvheie the rod *3 is perpendicuiai to the faces of the elements 34 i> where enteied 
hirther, u is tespecttuilv submitted that it would be disadvantageous to allow anv of the aiotemeutioned 
piv otmy motions, as this would weaken the iii:iditv of the fume that Jensen provides 1 he ft ante needs 
to be rigid and stationarv to suppoit the instruments mounted theieon \ce-oidmgis it is lespectfuliv 
submitted that it would nut he possible to position element >s at a position highei than that of dement 
^4 as suggested b\ the fxammer, as rods 3 * 42 must alwavs remain peipendicular to components IS, 
19. 22 and 23. 

With ics/aid to claim 2 l ) the fvaminer asserted that hexagonal head <>" <hg ^ of Jensen) is an 
actuator oO o I is a dnv e membei and o4 b\6b and ^°,60 are a dm e mechanism to dm e said second 
blade towaid oi awav from said first blade 
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Applicants respectfully traverse. It is respectfully submitted that knob 67 of Jensen is not an 
actuator for driving a second foot as claimed, but is only an actuator for locking or unlocking claim 
mechanism 60,61 to lock or unlock the shank 54 of pusher instrument 48. Actuation of actuator 67 does 
not drive instalment IS Rather, instalment 48 must be pushed by the hand of a human user. To clarify 
this distinction, claim 29 has been amended above to recite that force applied through said actuator is 
applied to said at least one of said first and second blades to move said at least one of said first and 
second blades. 

It is respectfully submitted that claims 6-8 and i6 each depend from one of independent claims 5 
and 14 and therefore are allowable for at least the same reasons provided above with regard to claims 5 
and 14, respectively. 

fn view of the above amendments and remarks, the Examiner is respectfully requested to 
reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 5-8, 14, i 6 and 29 under 35 U S C. Section 102(b) as 
being anticipated by or., in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being obvious over Jensen. 
U.S. Patent No. 3,572,326, as being inappropriate 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants wish to extend their thanks to the Examiner for the indication of allowable subject 
matter of claims 27-28 and 30-31 and the allowance of claims 1-3. 

Conclusion 

Applicants submit that ail of the claims are in condition for allowance, which action is requested. 
If the Examiner finds that a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of this application, 
please telephone the undersigned at the number provided. 
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'1 he Commissjonei is herein aufhouzed to < haige am undei parent of fees assouafed with this 
communication including am nectssats lees for extensions of time 01 credit am o\ctpa\inem to 
Deport \ctoum \o "!0-2osi order numbei Gl (D-UOof ONs 

Respectful 1 y su b m i tied ; 

LAW OFilC T: OF ALAN W CANNON 



Date: August 24, 20 1 o By: /Alan W. Cannon/ 

Alan W. Cannon 
Registration No. 34,977 

L AW OFF iCh OF ALAN W CAW ON 
f >42 Mesa Oak Court 
Smmwaie, CA 04086 
TckphofK <40S) TVv-^M 
facsimile (40St 7^u-'^t>i 
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